286                  ON THE BASIS  OF ETHICS.

subject. The ordinary distinction between know-
ledge and action is therefore correct, if not pushed
to the extent of making an absolute separation
between them: in the former we idealise the real,
in the latter we realise the ideal. But they are at
one in this, that both involve self-conscious activity.
(&) as deter- The self-consciousness which in one relation is
Saracterof knowledge,in another action, is thus the fundamen-
the ethieai ^ f^ Qf human nature, and on it, therefore, the
ethical end must be based, if that end can be dis-
closed by the nature of man, and is to express what
is most fundamental in his nature. Now, as know-
ledge finds its completion when all things are con-
nected with one another and the subject in a defi-
nite system of relations, the end of completed self-
conscious activity cannot be different. In their
final perfection, as in their fundamental nature,
the two are at one. As Kant puts it,1 the specu-
lative and the practical reason are reconciled in the
notion of end. However virtue may differ from
knowledge in the processes of ordinary experience,
the distinction only belongs to their finite realisa-
tion. An intuitive understanding, or understand-
ing which, in knowing, creates the objects of know-
ledge, is the highest conception of reason. Yet the
very notion of a finite self implies that neither
such knowledge nor such activity belongs to it. In
knowledge and action, as properties of the ultimate

1 Werke, iii 538 ; cf Adamson, Philosophy of Kant, p. 138.